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This activity is one of a series of 17 
t-eacher-devaldped instructional activities for geography at the 
secondary-grade level described in SO 009 140. This activity eaploys 
a simulation approach to investigate ^factors influencing industrial 
locations.- Students design^roppsals intended to attract specific 
industries to specif id citxes. The flow chart provided for the 
f our-day gaae strategy suggests that the studeats ^e divided in-^o 
several groups. Each group assuaes the* role of a city Chaabep of 
Coaaerce and designs a proposal to attract an industry. This involves 
students in designing their own city in order to attract • ^ 

industry. After proposals are written ^'groups assuae different 
roles — they becoae manufacturers. Students then develop criteria for 
a aanufacturer »s location, ^fter proposals are ranked^ students 
engage in an evaluative discussi'on. (DE) 
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fhrotign involvement in an evaluative simulation^ srudenta vi^l develop 
vlnsights into the .factors influencir^ maniifac taring locations. In 
addition^ thinking .and f:roup skills are developed by organizing and - 
desiring a- proposal for industrial 'location. This activity goes beyoi^ 
-ijost sitmlations in .ti*at the, evaluation of studlents is an integral part 
of* the activity. ^i2valuation serves not oniy its regular functions but 
also increases motivation and the sense of achievement. 
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Strategy fof Teaching. 

• • :^ , ^ ^ , 

The activity can involve two o^.crore classes. In this discussion 
Class 1 will be a chainber of^coromerce group seeking a printing plant, 
, an^ Class 2 will ' simulate "the industry judging the proposal. Con- ^ 
currently Class 2 wiU be writing -proposals to attract an autocaobile 
factory^ artd Class 1 will simulate, the manufacturer judging the proposals- 
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Day 1 ' * ' ' 

' -Divide cJ^ass.into five^groups. Each group is a'city Chamber of 

• Commerce. • - • 

-Each group designs a proposal to attract an industry specified 

by the teacher.-, 

-The students design their own city (i.e; size, population, -indus- 
trial factor's...) in order to attract the industry.-. 




Day 2 ^ - • . 

•Completion of proposals. 

Day 3 

•Student groups assumfe a diff^ront role... they will be manufactures, 
-teacher leads the class in developing criteria for manufacturer's 
location. 

-Groups rank the proposals from the other class... 1 5. 

-By -adding all rankings for each proposal an over-all ranking is 
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Day 4 * , ^ 

-Roturh profosaia- as 'rankotf^y/ the other class: 
-Follow-up ,ae, desir^* 



\ 

^'POST EVALUATIVE SIMULATIONS DISCUSSION 



1. Dyna inics of eval\ iati ve siiaiilations. 



"^2,' ^Benefits of evaluative simulations • 

* - 4 

-Motivation benefits. ^ 
-Directs attention to -specific area. 
-Expansion beyond aureas normally evaluated ^ 
- -Provides greater ,. degree of realism. • 
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